LEGAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE FRAMEWORK

The Multiple-Use Sustained-Yield Act of 1960 identifies guiding principles for
managing the resources of the National Forest and Grassland System. The
direction to manage these resources for the greatest good over time recessitates the
use of economic and social analysisin determining management of the National
Forest and Grassland System.

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 requires that before any agency of
the federal government may take actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment, that agency must examine not only the potential impacts of
that action on physical and biological resources, but also the social and economic
consequences (40 CFR 1508.14).

The Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning Act of 1974, as
amended by the National Forest Management Act of 1976, establishes the

requirement to consider economic effects in the land management planning
process.

Title 36 Code of Federal Regulations Part 219 implements sections 6 and 15 of the
National Forest Management Act. It provides guidelines for evaluating aternatives
in forest plans and requires consideration of economic and social factors.

Office of Management and Budget Circular A-94 (revised March 27, 1972)
provides guidelines for evaluating the economic efficiency of federal agency
programs and projects.

Office of Management and Budget Circular A-116 (issued August 16, 1978)
requires executive branch agencies to conduct urban and community impact
analyses of major initiatives and to conduct long-range planning.

The Public Rangelands Improvement Act of 1978 requires economic analysis of
grazing use on Forest Service administered lands, fee formulas, and funding of
rangeland programs and identification of associated ecoromic impacts on the
livestock industry.

Executive Order No. 12898 on Environmental Justice (issued February 11, 1994)
requires that each federal agency make achieving environmental justice part of its
mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and
adverse human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies, and
activities on minority populations and low-income populations.



